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INTERESTING HISTORY.
Among the papers recently sub
mitted by the President to Congress
on Hawallan aflairs was the annex-

ation treaty negotiated in 1854 between
the represeniatives of the United
States and King Kamehameha [II,
together with the correspondence re-
lating thereto. That treaty provided
for the cesslon to the United Btates of
all territory, publle buildings, property
and revenues of the islands, and the
jncorporation of the islands into the
Union a8 a state as soon as consistent,
ona perfect equality with other states,
The king of the islands and all his sub-
jects were to continue in the enjoy-
ment of all their existing personal and
rivate rights, and to forever enjoy
all the rights of citizenship in the
United Btales on terms of perfect
equality in ull respects with other
American cltizens; all contracts in-
cumbent upon the king’s government
were lo be executed by the United
States; the public lands were to be
treated as part of the public demain of
the United States, and the laws ot the
kingdom, 80 far as they were com-
patible with reputlican iostitutions,
were to be temporarily retained. In
consideration of the cession made and
as compensation te all persons who
might suffer loss thereby, the United
States was lo pay the sum of $300,000
annuszily to the members of the royal
family, the chiefs and other persons
whom the king might wish to compen-
sate or reward, and was further to pay
the sum of $75,000 a year for a term of
ton years for Lhe support of a college or
uiversity and of eommon schools.
The treaty was drafted by the
United Btates minister, Mr, Gregg,and
the king’s cabinet. The signing of the
treaty by the king was delayed on ac-

. gount of lckness and other reasons of

one kind or another, and finally the
king died towards the closs of the year
without signing the treaty. The new
ging, Kamehameha IV, ss it turned
out, was indisposed (o give up the
independent sovereignty of the islands,
snd finully the draft of the treaty sub-
mitted by the United Btites minister
was disapproved by the secretary of
state, who objected to the articles pro-
viding for the immediate incorporation
of the islands into the United States
as an independent state and fixing the
amount of the annuities to be paid to
the royal family snd the chiefs.

One of the documents accompanylog
the proposed treaty was a letter of in-
structions, written by the sesretary of
state, Wm. L. Marcy, in which the
secretary said:

In your general instructions you were
furnished with the views of this govern-
ment in regard to any change in the

litical affairs of the Sandwich Islands,

he President was aware, when these
instructions were prepared, that the
question of transferring the sovereign-
vy of those islands to the United
Siates bad been raised and favorably
received by many influential individuals
residing therein. It was foreseen that at
some period not far distant such a change
would 1ake place, and that the Hawaiian
Islands would come under the protector-
ale of or be transferred to some foreign
power. You were informed that it was
not the policy of the United Siaies to
accelorate such a change, but if, in the
course of events, it became unavoidable,
this government would much prefer to
acquire the sovereignty of these islands

for the United States rather than to see it
transferred to any other power. If any
foreign connection is to be formed the
geographical position of these islands
indicates that it should be with us.
vur eommerce with them far exceeds that
of all other countries. Our citizens
have embarked in most important
business concerns in that country, and
some of tnem hold important positions.
In view of the large American interests
there esiablished, and the intimate com-
mercial relations existing at this time, it
might well be ragarded asthe duty of
this government to prevent the islands
from becoming the appendage of any
other foreign power. . * *

No intimation has ever been given to
this government as to the terms or con-
ditions which will be likely to be annexed
to the tender of the sovereigniy. It is
presumed, however, that something more
than a mere pro ec’orate is contemplated.
A protectorate tendered to and accepted
by the United States would not change
the sovereignty of the country. In that
case this government wouald take upon
itself heavy and responsible duties, for
whieh it bardly could expect compensa-
ting advantages.

1 understand that the measure pro-
posed by the people,and that in which
the present rulers are disposed to concur,
is annexation as distinguished from pro-
teciion, and that it is theirintention that
these islands shall become a part of our
territories and be under the control of
this government as fully as any other of
its territorial possessions. In any con-
vention you may make it is expected ' hat
the rights to be acquired by the United
States should be clearly defined,

Should the sovereignty of these izlands
be transferred to the United States, the
present government would, as a ma ter
of course, be superseded by, or at least ba
subjected to, the federal authority of this
country.

In the convention you may make you
are authorized to provide, in the amplest
manner, for the security of individual
property as held at the time ot
the tranefer ol the sovereignty, but the
reservation of political rights or privi-
leges in bebalf of individuals would be
inconsistent with the political power
which it is proposed to vest in the United
States.

I have good reason to believe thatsome
of the leading powers of urope would
be very unwilling to see the Sandwich
Islands become a part of the United
S.ates, and, if an opportunity occurred,
would endeavor to defeat any negotiation
for that purpose. This consideration and
others make it important that you should
bring it to a close as expeditiously as
possible.

Secretary Marcy said, in his letter
disapproving the treaty, that the
United States would recelve the trans-
fer of the sovereignty of the islands,
with all the usual and proper pro-
visions relating to the exlisting rights
and interests of the people, but would
not goas farin the matter of annuities
and incorporation as a state as the
treaty provided.

This bit of diplomatic history is In-
teresting as showing the views of an
able statesmanof his day on the policy
of annexuation as opposed to a protec-
torate for the islanis, and the theory of
preventing Hawali ifrom becoming an
appendage of any government other
than the United Btates. From present
indications these viewa are shared by
the foremost 6f our nstional leaders
tolay.

SPEAKING OF Tammany, it is as
well that those who want to keep on
the good eide of even a tiger should
understand that the bestside isoutside.

REGARDING SUNDAY.

The guestion has been raised as fo
the correctness of the present ortho-
graphy of the word “Suuday,”” the
claim being made by some that it
should be **Sonday.”? There are good
grounds shown for this, too. It is
recognized by all peopie of intelligent
religious inclining as the Lord’s day,ss
in truth all days are, but this is the
one set apart specially for recognition
of His dominion and grace. The Bible

say+, “The Bon of man is Lord
also of the Sabbath,”” it thus
appearing as His heritage—His

day—the Bon’s day, which for the
sake of euphony and convenience has
been abbreviated to Sunday. Then
why spell it otherwise than in con-
sonance with ita origin, particularly
when by legitimate orthography the
orthoepy of the word is not disturbed
in the least?

In old English times the word was
spelled “Sonneday’’ and in Germany
it is oftener than otherwise found
*“Sohnpeday.”” It is known that the
origin of the speliing which we have
adopted is Phoenician and means the
day set apart for the worehip of the
sun, just as Monday meant the day
devoted to worshiping the moon;
Tuesday was Tuisco’s day, Wednesday
Woden’s, Thursiay Thor’s, Friday
Friga’s, and so on. All these names
are so many relics ef heathenism which
ourcivilization has permitted to remain
where they took hold of our etymo-
logical system, and some time or other
they may all be disposed of and the
Christian standard upheld.

An eastern paper, the New York

Masl and Express, which was the
first to start the dizcuesion for
the change, makes the poiut that
our Hebrew fellow-citizens will

vonceds that Meselah 1Is the SBon of
Gou and the Bon of David, and if any
day of the week is to be named for
Him, it is every way more appropriate
to call it Sonday than Sunday. This
can be graoted by them, without their
either affirming or denying that Chrls-
tlans are correct in considering Jesus
to be Messiah. Itis better for them,
as well as the rest of the world, not to
use the title Bunday, which is certain-
ly of bheathen import, for they, above
all nations, never will worship the sun
or any created thing. Also it shows
that the Romanists ought to be glad to
call the day after Jesus, for *‘Son of
Giod” is the title which He most fre-
yuently applied to Himself after He
ascended into heaven; and it would
help to spiritualize their worship, the
very thing in respect to which they
stand in the greatest need,

It is understood that radical changes
in any line of orr.hugrapbg now, when
everything is so settled by usage and
congtant succeseion, is well nigh im-
practicable if not utteriy so. Thia
being the case, and the question of
sanelity not entering into the matter
as relates to any of the other days of
the week, it might be as well to let
the discussion end for the present with
the propriety or otherwise of all Chris-
tian people and publications spelling it
“Sonday”” instead of longer recogniz-
ing the heathenism linuering around
the present method. Some may say
the matter is too trivial to justify gen-
eral di cusglon or uniform action; but
in a time when the temndencies are



